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1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,2,7, 17 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

With respect to claims 8, 9, applicant argues that Brandt et al fail to disclose "wherein a 
data element is encoded by representing the data in an alternate base" and "wherein an encoded 
dataset is reduced in size by the use of large numerical bases". In response, as shown in Fig. 11, 
Brandt et al disclose encoding a data element using an alternative base such as "SIZE = 4" for 
Member Number, "SIZE = 1" for Middle Initial, "SIZE = 2" for State, etc. Using various 
"SIZES" or bases reduces the encoded data when compared to using a single large "SIZE", e.g., 
"SIZE = 15". 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a primed publication in litis or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 8, 9, 16, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Brandt et 
al [U.S. Patent No. 5,892,905]. 

As to claim 8, Brandt et al disclose a method for secure encoding of data including 
constructing a template agreed to for use by sender and receiver (see col. 11, lines 11-115; col. 
14, lines 43-60; col. 23, lines 58-67; Fig. 1 1); encoding data with reference to the template (see 
col. 23, line 58 - col. 24, line 12; Fig. 12); and decoding the data with reference to the template 
(col. 24, line 46 - col. 25, line 20), wherein said template includes one or more element 
references (see Fig. 11, e.g., member number, name, origin city, etc.) said element reference 
includes encoding elements (see Fig. 11, e.g., <INPUT TYPE= "text" NAME= "membno" Size 
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4>, <INPUT TYPE= "text" NAME="lname" SIZE=15>, etc.) which describes the encoding of 
the data and data elements which represents the encoded data; said element references, encoding 
elements and data elements are arranged relative to each other in a format defined by the 
template (see Fig. 1 1); wherein an element reference includes an indication of the data element, 
the number of characters in the representation of the data element and an indication as to how the 
representation is formed, wherein a data element is encoded by representing the data in an 
alternate base (see Fig. 11). As shown in Fig. 11, Brandt et al disclose encoding a data element 
using an alternative base such as "SIZE = 4" for Member Number, "SIZE = 1" for Middle Initial, 
"SIZE = 2" for State, etc. Brandt et al further disclose various templates shown in Figs. 11, 13, 
14, 16, 18a, 18b, 19a, 19b, 19c, 21, 22. 

As to claim 9, Brandt et al further disclose that using various "SIZES" or bases reduces 
the encoded data when compared to using a single large "SIZE", e.g., "SIZE = 15". 

As to claims 16, 18, these claims recite limitations which are similar to those of claims 8, 
9. Therefore, they are rejected for the same reasons applied to claims 8-9. 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-7, 10-15, 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brandt et al in view of Reiche [6,092,196]. 
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As to claim 1 , Brandt et al disclose a method for secure encoding of data including 
constructing a template agreed to for use by sender and receiver (see col. 11, lines 11-115; col. 
14, lines 43-60; col. 23, lines 58-67; Fig. 11); encoding data with reference to the template (see 
col. 23, line 58 - col. 24, line 12; Fig. 12); and decoding the data with reference to the template 
(col. 24, line 46 - col. 25, line 20), wherein said template includes one or more element 
references (see Fig. 11, e.g., member number, name, origin city, etc.) said element reference 
includes encoding attributes (see Fig. 11, e.g., <INPUT TYPE= "text" NAME= "membno" Size 
4>, <INPUT TYPE= "text" NAME="lname" SIZE=15>, etc.), which determine the data element 
to encode or decode and the representation of each data element; said element references are 
arranged relative to each other in a format defined by the template (see Fig. 1 1). 

Brandt et al do not disclose using checksum or check digit. Reiche teaches adding a 
checksum or check digit to an encoded data from a browser (see col. 9, lines 1-8). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add checksum or check digit as taught by 
Reiche to the encoded data from the browser disclosed by Brandt et al for the purpose of 
detecting errors. 

As to claim 2, Brandt et al disclose the claim limitations mentioned above with respect to 
claim 1 . Brandt et al further disclose that element reference includes encoding elements (see Fig. 
11, e.g., <INPUT TYPE= "text" NAME= "membno" Size 4>, <INPUT TYPE= "text" 
NAME="lname" SIZE=15>, etc.) which describe the encoding of the data and data elements 
which represents the encoded data; said element references, encoding elements and data 
elements are arranged relative to each other in a format defined by the template (see Fig. 11). 
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As to claims 3, 4, Brandt et al disclose that the element references are spaced apart by 
one or more literal elements (see Fig. 1 1). 

As to claim 5, Brandt et al disclose that each template varies in the type of encoding for 
each data element and the arrangement of element references (see Figs. 11, 13, 14, 16, 18a, 18b, 
19a, 19b, 19c, 21, 22). 

As to claim 6, Brandt et al disclose that each template may vary in the format in which 
said element references, literal elements, encoding elements and data elements are arranged and 
each template may vary in the manner of encoding of the data (see Figs. 11, 13, 14, 16, 18a, 18b, 
19a, 19b, 19c, 21, 22). 

As to claim 7, Brandt et al disclose the claim limitations mentioned above with respect to 
claim 1 . Brandt et al do not disclose scrambling encoding elements. Reiche teaches encrypting 
(i.e., scrambling) encoding elements (see col. 9, lines 1-8). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to use encryption algorithm as taught by Reiche to encrypt encoding 
elements disclosed by Brandt et al for the purpose of securing encoded data. 

As to claims 10-15, 17, these claims recite limitations which are similar to those of 
claims 1-7. Therefore, they are rejected for the same reasons applied to claims 1-7. 
6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
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the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phuoc Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272-7399. The 
examiner can normally be reached on MON-FRI. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bhavesh M. Mehta can be reached on (571) 272-7453. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Phuoc Tran/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2624 
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